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chancellor;1 in 1272, the Canterbury monks rejected Robert
Burnell, the clerk of the lord Edward.z
Judging from the nature of the evidence, it is impossible
to assume that these were all the instances of royal failures:
there is, for instance, the election to Canterbury in 1228,
when it is certain that the court tried to act in co-operation
with a cathedral chapter, although it is not known what
candidate was proposed.
Of successful persuasion of a cathedral chapter by the
king the evidence gives only four examples: Peter d' Aigue-
blanche to Hereford in 124O,3 Boniface of Savoy to Canter-
bury in 1241, Aymer of Valence to Winchester in 1250, and
Robert Passelewe to Chichester in 1244^ Of these elec-
tions, Passelewe's was set aside by the metropolitan, and
those of Boniface and Aymer confirmed by papal authority.
Peter d'Aigueblanche's intrusion into Hereford is thus
Henry Ill's one clear recorded success. Yet the analysis
of the personnel of the episcopate showed how large was
the number of curiales who became bishops. After 1224,
except in the cases enumerated, there is no valid suggestion
in the chronicles or the records of what influences brought
about their elections. The majority were more conversant
with court affairs than the cure of souls, as Matthew Paris ex-
plains ; few were known in the dioceses they were chosen to
rule. In view of the qualifications necessary in a good bishop,
Which were widely known, is it likely that these men would
have been elected by the better judgement and free choice
of their respective cathedral chapters ?
Here one reflection seems important. The fact that
chroniclers pass over the elections of these men without
mentioning secular abuse is no proof that this did not
take place. The inference simply is that they excited no
interest: the appointment of men from the royal curia was
regarded as being so normal as to appear in no way scanda-
lous ; and, in making comments on elections, the chronicler
was concerned only with what was notorious and sensational.
1 Ckron* Maj< v* 6n, £35-6.	a Ann. Mon. ix. 236.
3	Chron. Maj. iv. 48 5 Ann. Mon* L 116 5 Robert* Grosseteste Eptstolae, p. 264.
It appears that Peter was intruded after the canonical election of a canon of
Hereford.
4	Above, p» 77,

